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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The instant application having Application No. 1 0/560541 has a total of 36 claims 
pending in the application, there are 6 independent claims and 30 dependent claims, all 
of which are ready for examination by the examiner. 

Oath/Declaration 

2. The applicant's oath/declaration has been reviewed by the examiner and is found 
to conform to the requirements prescribed in 37 C.F.R. 1.63. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Fries et 
al. (US 6,460,029 B1). 

For claim 1 , Fries et al. teaches: 

A method for searching a plurality of machine-readable information sources, said 
method comprising the steps of: 

mapping a search string to a plurality of search terms, wherein each said search term 
relates to at least one of said plurality of information sources [logical search query 
generated from user entered text search query, column 2, lines 10-17]; 
indicating at least one information source that each said search term relates to [related 
term matching, column 11, lines 1 -1 2]; 
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and searching at least one indicated information source using selected ones of said 
search terms [search after related words are found, column 1 1 , 41-48]. 
For claim 2, Fries et al. teaches: 

The method of claim 1 , comprising the further steps of receiving said initial 
search term from a user and providing a result of said search to said user [receiving 
search request and provide result, column 2, lines 3-17]. 
For claim 3, Fries et al. teaches: 

The method of claim 2, wherein said step of indicating comprises one or more of 
the steps in the group of steps consisting of: 

indicating to said user which of said plurality of information sources each of said search 

terms relates to [identify search goals, column 15, lines 21-34]; and 

indicating to said user at least one vocabulary each said search term is included in, 

wherein each vocabulary relates to at least one of said information sources [match 

vocabulary, column 15, lines 21-34]. 

For claim 4, Fries et al. teaches: 

The method of claim 3, comprising the further step of enabling said user to select 
and de-select ones of said plurality of information sources whereon said searching step 
is performed [user options to improve results, column 5, lines 30-43]. 
For claim 5, Fries et al. teaches: 

The method of claim 3, comprising the further step of enabling said user to 
replace ones of said plurality of search terms with replacement search terms [provide 
suggestions to user, column 5, lines 44-63]. 
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For claim 6, Fries et al. teaches: 

The method of claim 3, comprising the further step of enabling said user to add 
further search terms to said plurality of search terms [modifying search query, column 
1 9, lines 30-39]. 

For claim 7, Fries et al. teaches: 

The method of claim 1 , wherein each of said plurality of search terms is selected 
from a vocabulary of terms used in a related one of said plurality of information sources 
[vocabulary terms based on topic, column 15, lines 21-34]. 
For claim 8, Fries et al. teaches: 

The method of claim 1, wherein said plurality of search temps are selected from 
a meta-vocabulary comprising a list of terms included in a plurality of vocabularies list of 
recent vocabulary terms, column 15, lines 21-34]. 
For claim 9, Fries et al. teaches: 

The method of claim 1 , wherein said plurality of information sources comprise 
medical databases. 
For claim 10, Fries et al. teaches: 

The method of claim 1 , wherein said mapping step is performed once only for 
searching a particular search string [ability to search and store on first query, column 2, 
lines 3-9]. 

For claim 1 1 , Fries et al. teaches: 

The method of claim 1 , wherein said search string comprises a plurality of terms 
and said step of mapping comprises the step of mapping each of said plurality of terms 
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to a plurality of synonyms [words in search step, using synonyms to match results, 
column 26, lines 30-45]. 

Claim 12 is an apparatus of claim 1. Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 1 for the 
reasons stated above: 

Claim 13 is an apparatus of claim 2. Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 2 for the 
reasons stated above. 

Claim 14 is an apparatus of claim 3. Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 3 for the 
reasons stated above. 

Claim 15 is an apparatus of claim 4. Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 4 for the 
reasons stated above. 

Claim 16 is an apparatus of claim 5. Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 5 for the 
reasons stated above. 

Claim 17 is an apparatus of claim 6. Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 6 for the 
reasons stated above. 

Claim 18 is an apparatus of claim 7. Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 7 for the 
reasons stated above. 

Claim 19 is an apparatus of claim 8. Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 8 for the 
reasons stated above. 

Claim 21 is an apparatus of claim 10. Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 10 for 
the reasons stated above. 

Claim 22 is an apparatus of claim 1 1 . Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 1 1 for 
the reasons stated above. 
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Claim 23 is a computer program of claim 1 . Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 

1 for the reasons stated above. 

Claim 24 is a computer program of claim 2. Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 

2 for the reasons stated above. 

Claim 25 is a computer program of claim 3. Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 

3 for the reasons stated above. 

Claim 26 is a computer program claim 4. Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 4 
for the reasons stated above. 

Claim 27 is a computer program claim 5. Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 5 
for the reasons stated above. 

Claim 28 is an apparatus of claim 6. Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 6 for the 
reasons stated above. 

Claim 29 is a computer program claim 7. Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 7 
for the reasons stated above. 

Claim 30 is a computer program claim 8. Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 8 
for the reasons stated above. 

Claim 32 is a computer program of claim 10. Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 

1 0 for the reasons stated above. 

Claim 33 is a computer program of claim 1 1 . Fries et al. teaches the limitations of claim 

1 1 for the reasons stated above. 

Claim 34 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 because it is the same method 
claim without the output indication. 
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Claim 35 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 12 because it is the same apparatus 
claim without the output indication. 

Claim 36 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 23 because it is the same computer 
program claim without the output indication. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
' the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fries et 
al. as set forth above against claims 1-3 above, and in view of Turtle et al. (US 
5,418,948). 

As per claim 1 , Fries et al. teaches the searching of a user query and finding 
results [logical search query generated from user entered text search query, column 2, 
lines 10-17], but does not teach the use of a medical database for information sources. 

Turtle et al. teaches the use of medical databases for searching [column 7, lines 
28-34]. 

Fries et al. (US 6,460,029 B1) and Turtle et al. (US 5,418,948) are analogous art 
because they are from the same field of endeavor of search query result retrieval. 
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At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify the searching method described by Fries et al. and add a 
medical database as taught by Turtle et al. 

The motivation for doing so would be "to identify phrases in the search query" 
[column 3, lines 3-20] that pertain to the medical field. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Fries et al. (US 6,460,029 B1) 
with Turtle et al. (US 5,41 8,948) for providing a medical database in the search process. 
Claim 20 is an apparatus of claim 9. Fries et al. modified by Turtle et al. teaches the 
limitations of claim 9 for the reasons stated above. 

Claim 31 is a computer program claim 9. Fries et al. modified by Turtle et al. teaches 
the limitations of claim 9 for the reasons stated above. 

Conclusion 

The Examiner requests, in response to this Office action, that support be shown 
for language added to any original claims on amendment and any new claims. That is, 
indicate support for newly added claim language by specifically pointing to page(s) and 
line no(s) in the specification and/or drawing figure(s). This will assist the Examiner in 
prosecuting the application. 

When responding to this Office action, Applicant is advised to clearly point out 
the patentable novelty which he or she thinks the claims present, in view of the state of 
the art disclosed by the references cited or the objections made. He or she must also 
show how the amendments avoid such references or objections See 37 CFR 1.1 1 1(c). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ajith Jacob whose telephone number is 571-270-1763. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5:00 EST, Every other Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mohammad Ali can be reached on 571-272-4105. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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AJ 

Patent Examiner 



